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rRdcnunky, thus popular, thuspotent an Agent and Repre- 

ſentative of all-the Independent Party has W.H. rendred himlelf, 
which if true, their Cauſe muſt needs be concluded in him, ei- 
ther to ſtand or fall with him. Burt being cloſely urged in our laſt 
ſheet againſt him, © To produce his Deputation for this his under. 
© taking againſt us under the hands of ſome of the chief Paſtors of 
* the ndependext Congregations, or otherwiſe we ſhall abſolutely 
© look upon his Work as the Fruit of his own (ily Preſumption 
© and Uſurpation : 'as we had cauſe fo todo fince he bragg d io. 
loud, and fo lively undertook to perſonate all the Independent 
Party in England. But inſtead of *producing fuch Deputation, 
he gives us this put off, viz. Ay Depmtation for this Work ss from 
the Word of Chriſt, Jud. 3. I need no other Depmation, p.8. of 
his ſfieet Anſwer. 

Whereas any Cornterfeit may pretend the fame from others 
Lines; animmediate Miſſion he pretends not for his Work a- 
gainſtus; he comesoff after a ſorry and beggarty manner here; 
what's this te his approbation from his hor.oxrable Party, the In- 
dependents, whom he has takenon him to repreſent and perſo- 
nate ? but we thought they were wiſer then to truſt their Cauſe | . 
in his Hands or Management; therefore how plain is it, that his 
Work againſt us in hisſeveral Books and Pamphlets, is a Fruit of 
his own filly preſumption and vuſurpation, and that he ,is but a 
Counterfeit Agent, who appears to zep:eſent ſuch an hononrable 
Party, as he callsthem, and not ſo much as two-or three of thoſe 

. moſthonaurable among them dare truſt him with t1cir Cauſe, or 
adventure to own him in print ; *tis probable the wiſer ſort of 
them alſo look upon Him to be a preſumptuous Buſic-Body, 
except ſome of his prejudiced Hearers, Benefaftors, and ſuch 
like. | | 

| Note alſo, that we referc'd him for a more full Anſwer. (to 
the Subſtance. of his Book) then we have given about Chriſt”; 
manhood, 'entituled, The Way Caſt Up, &e. by George Keith : 

, But this he takesnonotice of, but proeceds ts cover himſelf with 
2 nn Falſhoeds and Reiteratiots of Matters already an- 
"To make his Jndependent Cauſe ſeem yery-ercdible; he gives 

| FL; : Us 


C17 & 


" Ou ggag ns em W. P. believes _— 
* 2a A 


- 


us this proffer, viz. Jf thel LET take copnizarce 
of the Debate, [ dare appeal to them, pag. 1. What a wonder- 
ul Hazard this man, dares run ! that he dares adventure to ap- 
peal co his Own Party ! It feems he has far more Confidence in 
them then they have in him, in that hitherto they dare not fo far 
truſt him as to allow him a Deputation, or vindicate his Work in 
Print, he is left to ſhift for himſelf; only he would make us | e- 
lieve, :he has themr all on his fide, becauſe of his owning theis 
Savoy Corfeſſion, whenas he has writ far more againſt the Qua- 
kers then that comes to in his ſeveral Books and Pamphlets, con- 
raining many falſe Do&trines; Contradiftions, Slanders, Abuſes 
and Perverfons, which are not in that Confeſſion; and had he 
not perſiſted therein, we might have forborn farther taking no- 
tice thereof; but we muſt yet ſhew what a bad Cauſe his is, that 


' needs Lyes and Slanders for its Refuge. 


And now again, as to ſome of thoſe horrid Fa'ſhoods and 
Blaſphemies which he Toft fallly faith Are the Quakers Dotiriner, 
whereof he ſaith, Three are cull d out of Thirteen, ſo that Ten 
remain upon wa ſtill, pag. 2. as if we granted all we have not ci- 
ted, which alſo is an implicit Untruth; for we plainly tell him 
(after the citation of a few of his Slanders and Reproachful Lan- 
* guage) viz. * Theſe, with many more 'Slanders and Revilings 
* are Ciſperſt throughout W. M's laſt Book ; ſee [ndependent A- 
gent, P. 3» 

Thei firſt of the three that he ſayes are the Quakers Doftrines, 
is, That the Ordinances of the Goſpel are vain and ceaſed. Th's 
being denyed, hequotes William Pern thus, viz. ©! affirm, Cir- 
* cumcifionis as much in force as Water-Baptiſm, and the Paſcal 
5 Lamb as Bread and Wine—— the Appellation Ordinances of 
« Chrift I therefore Renounce as—lnevangelical—they are=not 
© now required, Reaſon 474inſt Railing, pag. 108, 103, From 
whence this Independent "Agent concludes, viz. There i Proof e- 


noxgh that the MR ine is, thatthe Ordinances of the Go 


Jpel are vain 


td... /Wherein his Charge anddInference”is 
ill falſe, even a5 to matter of fat ; as if the Gadkers did'fo 
teach concerning what are really the Oxdinances of the Goſpel z 
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Water-Baptiſm and Bread and Wine, practiſed by the Anabep- 
riſks, &c. (againſt whom he was writing) -to be, Ordinances of 
- Chriſt, or now.required ; he doesnotay,: that 'the Ordinances 
of the Goſpel.or. of Chriſt are-vain and ceafed, but oaly that 
theſe are not ſuch. Scenow how W. H. has plainly belycd the 
Quakers. | 

2. His ſecond Doctrine charged upon the Quakers is, That :t 
was the $'Devil that ſuffered without the Gates, ec. for proof he 
brings u this Certificate, viz. 


« VV*= whoſe Names are [thſcrived do teſtifie, that when 
*-Y this Queſtion was arked Samuel Pryor a Quaker (now 
« 4w.ling at Hatheld Hak in Hartfordſhire, by Joleph Saward, 
«© concernny the Sonl of Chriſt. being made an Offering for Sin, whe- 
© ther it nas God or the Devil that was ma lc an Offering for Sin ? 
« tþe ſaid Samuel Pryor anſwered, That it was the Devil that was 

©& made an Offering for Sin. | 
Joſeph Saward;Sarah Saward,Sarah Farr. 


. Note. here, that- though, they have varyed in this Certificate 
from the words; [| Suffered without the Gate | firſt char: ed by IV. 
Haworth,” andinſteadthereof to. [wes made at Offering for:S1/ ] 
which ſhews his Uncertainty and Fallacy in ſtatins matters df 
fat; yet both, as ſtated by him and his Witneſſes, being bad 
enough,”are utterly denyed. by the Quakers, as fal'y. charged 
upon them... And bythe way let's'query of-3K;,. #. and bis'Wit- 
nefſes about their-Qugion,..1ft, . If the Queſtion jþ the ſhid-Cet- 
tificate þe owneg by the Indiptndent Feachery, cs, as a Learned, 
Sound or' Scyiptural Queſtion ? And/ſecond!y, If "the ndeper- 
dents do ule thus to'Catechize theis People, viz. of the Soul of 
Chriſt being made an, Offering for Sin, whether it was God or 
the Deyil that :was,made an Offeringfor Sin2;implying-thatithe 
Soul af \Chriſt, ( abich Was made-asOffering: for Sin,*and which 
he. poured out unto. Death, &ce+J1/#/ 53) maſt. needs be-either 
Gad or the D-vil; which is as condemnableastheAnſyer, which 
they fay- Same! Pryor gave: far, togy.it-was:the;Devil, i; 
Blaſphemy, ;and to fay it was God, [is not. only; Uareafocable 
$326 s A . an." 
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"and Falſe D Dorine, but alfo 4218 to _ W.H. has ſre- 
* quently fard of the SooF of. Chriſt's Manhood, a+ agairſt its be- 
- -mg turned into an Immenſe'Dcity ; therefore he ſhould have re- 

proved Teſeph Seward for his fooliſh and unzodly Queſtion (ſee- 

ing he own; itto be his) as well as Samnel Pryor, \if guilty ot 
- ſuch an Anſwer, anJ teach his Hearers better then thus irrev -- 
rently to catechize any Perſons, or to expoſe their Folly therein 
in Print, -as he has done his Difciple s unſayoury Queſt on, 

without Reproef. . Bur hear wht the Perſdn accuſed 1ays to 
clear himſelf, viz. 


ec Heſe are tocertifie all Perſoa; concerned, that whereas 
c6 William Haworth hath publiſhed in Print, that | Samuel 
« Pryor was askt this Queſtion by .Zoſeph Saward, concerning the 
<« Soul of Chriſt being made an Offerins for Sin, Whether it way— 
« G91 or the Devil that was made an Offering for Sin * unto. 
*« which Queſtion *tis faid that I anſwered, That it was the Devil 
« that was made an Offering for Sin, ſubſcribed Toſeph Saward, 
« Sarch Saward, Sarah Farr. Now this1 affirmis a moſt falſe 
« Accvfation an; wicked Slander ;, for never was ay ſuch Que- 
« ſtion asked me by Foſeph Saward, ' orany other, nor d.d ever 
* 1ny foch Blafphemous Words concerning the Soul of Chriſt 
*proceed out of my Mouth,or enter into my / Heart or Thoughts; 
« and I am clear in the Sight of God.” *So the juſt God, that 
«knows the Sectets of all-Hearts, judge betwixt my Accuſers 
* and me 11 this matter, 
S7% 52s 


| $dinhel Pryot..! "5 
' Now hear what kis F ather and Brother ſay in this Matt,:r,v1z. 
isis.tocer iN all which? bs may concern, at, I-am Fa 
+T Thang ry jor, 4 41 that ny. 'Son nav fi 
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'* tures, {becauſe he talked of a Light within him) he told me, 
'* he owned them from the beginning to the end, and that Chriſt 
©« which ſuffered without the Gates of Jeruſalem was both God 
« and Man, and that it was this Chriſt Jelus that was made an 
'« Offering for Sin, ard not the Devil,. as Joſeph Saward, his 
's Wife and Maid have wrongfully accuſed my Son, in faying, 
«it was the Devil that was offered for Sin; for I never heard him 
* {peak any ſuch words, neither dol believe he ever had fuch a 
© Blaſphemous Thought or Word: I my felf have been a Hear- 
© er of William Haworth, and formerly had a good Opinion of 
{* him, until I found him ſs forward to print Lyce. 


John Pryor the Elder, 


be - © Heſe are to certifte all whom it may concern, that I am 
As Elder Brother to Samuel Pryor, and did live with him 
*f twenty. years, and ſince he hath beencalled a Quaker I have had 
« often Reaſoning with him, and ſeveral Diſputes, and he al- 
* wayes owned Chriſt Jeſus that ſuffered without the Gates of 
« feruſalem, And whereas Mr. Haworth hath printed an Accu- 
« ſation againſt him of 7oſeph Saward, and his Wife and Maid, _ 
{« [ dare believe it is very falſe; for I never heard my Brother hold 
*« or ſpeak ſuch Principles and Blaſphemous Tencnts, as he is in 


** that Certificate acculed toſay. Fohn Pryor the Y 
ohn Pryor the Younger. 


Note that the ſaid Samuel Pryor has come ſome years amongſt 
us, called Qakers, and we never underſtood that ever it was his 
Judgment to ſleight or diſeſteem the Sufferings of Chriſt for Sin, 
mack leſs to ſpeak any ſuch contemptible words of Chriſt, or his 
Suffering, as are charged upon us concerning him; but if we 
could find, that he did byt at unawares ſpeak any ſuch words as 
thoſe before cited, in atifves to Joſeph Seward's .abſurd” and 
tempting Queſtion about the Soul of Chriſt, we ſhould ſeverely 
xeprehend and admoniſh him about it ; howbeit, if it had been 
fo, *twas no ingenuous part of W.H. or his Hearers' to catch 


and ſnatch away words unadviſedly flipping from any Perſpn.upon 
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a ſurprizal by a corrupt Queſtion, and then to expoſe him in print 
to He knockt inthe Head in the Streets or High-way for a B'af- 
; hemer, without fi: ſt moderately enquiring into his Principle and 
Faich in the Matter afterfach words unwarily ſpoken; and not 
cniy ſo, but it muſt becharged as the Quakers Doftrine, how 
abſurd and blaſphemous foever - O diſingenuous Perſons ! is this 
your Religion ? far ſhort of common Civility and Morality a- 
mons the very Heathen. 


3. The third Dodtrine charged by William Haworth upon the 
Quakers is moſt horrid, viz. That Mary was a Whore, and Chriſt 
a Baſtard. And for Proof he bids us read the following Certi- 
ficate, viz. 


” F* His is tocertifie all whom it may concern, that I whoſe Name 
" is ſubſcribed did hear James Naylvs the Quaker. ſay theſe 
* words at York, in Contemrt of Chriſt Yeſua, viz. Mary was a 
** Whore, and Choiſt a Baſtard. 


Willkam Craven, 


William Craven ſhould have certified the time when, and in 
what place it was in Tork,, and in whoſe Prefence belides himſelf, 
that he did heas F. Naylor ſay thele words in Contempt of Chriſt, 
and on what Occaſion? he ſhould have been plaio, if he had not 
been conſcious and afraid of being manifeſtly deteRed in this 
thing ; for we are fully perſwaded be is a Falſe Accuſer, .and has 
moſt grolly belyed Fames Naylor in this mater. 

+, Becauſe he has written anddivulged ſo much in kis Books in 
Honour to Jeſus Chriſt, according to the Scriptures. 

2. Becauſe neither: W.C. nor any other of his Brethren have 
given us any ſuch Certificate againſt J. N. either in his Lite-time, 
or fince, for above theſe twenty years, until of late (man 
yearsafter J. N*s Death) that W. Haworth was minded throug 
his deadly Malice to. brand! the People called Quakers there- 
with, as by telling the World, Theſe are the Quakers Do:trines, 
viz. That it was the Devil that ſuffered without the Gates ;, that 


Mary was « Whore, and Chrift 4 Baſtard; wihieh arc {6 beers 
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and monſtrone, that its with a" Dread and akind of R2luftancy 
that we are occaſioned to recite them. 

Ry what follows the Reader may fee how uncertain and incon- 
fiſtent Wiliam Craven (who is Wiliam Haworth*'s Witneſs) is 


with himſelf, viz. 


cc Bout thaſe words concerning ary and Chriſt, whereof 
66 A William Haworth has charged James Naylor and the 
&« People called Quakers in Print, William Craven lately told me, 
« That 74mes Naylor was Priſoner in Tork Caſtle when he ſpoke 
« thoſe words, and that it was about thirty years ſince. 


Witneſs H. Strowmt. 


« Which] ſuppoſe isas true as the Story he told of a Man, 
* who being ſet upon a Watch on a High Tower (fell aſleep upon 
&« agreat Gun) and fell downupon a Pavement, and had no hurt, 
« and came and knockt at the Caſtle Door, to-the Amazement of 


«them that were within. 
" & WM 


Somethirg farther added to Wiltiam Craven's Certificate as 
Sainſt J. N. as to Time and Place, &c. | 


" T2 may certifie, that on the 15th of the 2d moneth, 
_ 1678. at the Houſe of William Kndd in Hertford, W. 
« Craven being asked in what year Zames Naylor ſhould ſpeak 
*« thoſe words which were charge] to be ſpoken by hi ina Cer- 
* tificate under W:{liam Craver's Hind in Print in William Ha- 
* worth”s late Sheet, he further ſaith, that it was between twen- 
*f ty fix and thirty years fince and that he (J. N.) was then a 
*« Priſoner in York Caſtic, and that 1e could take his Oath of the 


«© Truth hereot. 
William Rudd, Richard Thomas, 


Note. So ſome through Envy and Malice, or. Self-Interelt, 


will FoF:iwcar tucmfelyes (and fo become perjured) to injure * 
others 
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others: by Falſhoods and Forgeries, And if William Cravey 
ſhould ſwear to his Certificate before cited, with theſe Circum. 
ſtances of Time and Place, it would be no hard matter (if it 
vere before a Judge of Afſize) to invalidate bis Teſtimony, 
and prove him a Fortworn Pexjured Perſon to his utter Diſgrace 
and Shame; fince '/f, *tis evident that James Nayler, the Qua 
ker, ſocalled (who as fuch aone is accuſed) never was Prifoner 
in Terk Caſtle. 2. That-between tweaty ſix and thirty years 
fince (betore the 2d Moneth, 1678.) he was not a Quaker that 
we can underſtand (but an Independent, and one of the more 
Religious and Serious ſort too.) much leſs a Priſoner in York C a- 
{tle as a Quaker (between twenty fix and thirty years fince) for 
it was near the latter-end of the year 1652. that he was Priſoner 
at Applebyin Weſtmoreland, and but the Summer before in the 
ſame year came forth as a Quaker, and it was ſome time after his 
coming forth that his Mouth was open'd to preach and diſpute 
for Truth, having before that been a Member of an Independent- 
Society at Horbery in Torkſhire, having been an Officer under 
General Lambert inhis Troop; vid. Saul”s Errand, pag. 29. and 
the Narrative of his Examination, pag. 2. with the followiag 


Teſtimony. 
York, the 13thof the 2d Moneth, 1678. 


c 4 Pens Nightingall and Thomas Waite, who ſerved theit 
« Apprentiſhips in the City of York, and both having 
« been Houſe-keepers near thirty years, the ſaid Thomas Waite 
«being all along converſant with Priſoners that came inupen a 
« Conſcientious Account, yet neither of them evey knew lames 
« Naylor a Priſoner in Tork Caſtle. Alſo Judith Key, Widdow, 
« agedabout Eighty Years, and hath lived in the City of York, 
« Fifty years or upwards, ard cear Thirty years of the time hath 
« gone under the Name ofa Qyaker, and her Houſe alwayes at 
« Friends ſervice; ſhe affirms, that inall that time ſhe knows that 
« Fames Naylor never was a Priloner in Tork Caftle, 


Witneſs their Hands Thomas Wait, Tudith Key, 
' Edward Nightingall, Fobhn Hall. 
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cc His may certific all Perſons to whom this preſent 
« 4 Writing ſhall come, that 1 Auary Nanns, Wife of fobn 
« Nunns, formerly Wite of Thomas 79. dagger" of York Ca- 
&« tle, was.well acquainted with Jawes Vaylor, and to my know- 
« [edge he was neyer Priſoner in Tork Caſtle in all his time, 


York, this 12th of Witneſs my Hand, 
April, 78. Audry Nunnes, 


«'T" His Audry Nunves above-mention'd faith, that ſhe and 
cc her formes Husband Thomas Bayock centred in the year 
« 1651. and kept the Goal fix years (and faith,ſhe durſt ſwear it 
*if required: ſhekeeps an Inn in the City) This we are Wit- 
*« neſles to, as alſo tothe Certificate above. 


Edward Nightinzall, Jo. Tayler, John Hall. 


Sce now, Reader, how we have traced and evidently detc- 
ed Wilkam Craven in his Certificatez and found him falſe in his E- 
videree, to his own and his Abettor William Haworth's utter Dil- 
grace; for publiſhing ſuch a malicious Slanes againft James 
Naylor, as that Mary was a Whore, and Chriſt was a Baſtard ; 
and W. Han orth moſt wickedly charging the People called Qu4- 
kerstherewith,a« heing one of their DotFrines, tor which let Shame 
cover this Independent Teacher, and thoſe that take his part. 


And now te conclude, we have this further to add, appealing 
to our more mederate Neighbours in Hereford, who have known 
us many years, whether they ever apprehended us to be of fo 
Unchriftian Praftices in our Converſation ; for if there be ſuch 
Antichriſtian Peinciples and Blaſphemous Tenents held and pro- 
feſſed by us (as Filkam Haworth and his Adherents have wicked- 
ly ſcandalized us withal) they would ſometime ot other break 
forth into Unſavoury and Antichriſtian PraRtices (as Chriſt ſaith) 
By their Fruits you ſhall know thew. But it doth moſt evidently 
appear now what the drift of W.H. and his Aenongiices > 

; one 
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ſigned in their ſcribling and conteſting againſt us, that by writing 
an] aſſerting Lyes they may render us as odious as may be (not 
only to get our Neſt at Hertford (as he ealls it) broken up (which 
W. H. faith, «s high time it were) butalſo (as much as in him 
lies) to render us fuch as afſert Blaſphemous Prigciples (becauſe 
he hath gutten ſome Forgers to witnels it againſt one or two 
Perſons (all which is deny'd) that ſo our Lives and Eſtates might 
be indanger d through their Malice, by caſting that upon man 
which is unqueſtionably talle eoncerning any one, as by what hat 
becn betore {aid doth more fully appear. 

And asfor our Principles, we are ftill ready by the Lord's aſſi- 
ſtance to maintain them by Scripture and otherwife in Print and 
Teftimony to all ingenuous and impartial Perfons : but it ſeems 
evident it is, our DeſtruRtion he longs for, or otherwiſe he would 
not printſuch horrible Lyes of us: Oh Wicked Wretch ! 

And now hear 7ames Nayler's own Confeſſions to Chriſt Je- 
ſus, out of his Books. 


[Poſſeſſion of the Living Faith] printed about 1658. and re- 
printed 1664. and inſerted after the Preface in the later Imprete 
fon (viz.) © Chriſt Jeſus, the Immanuel, (of whole Sufferings 
© the Scriptures declare) him alone I confeſs before men, for 
5 whoſe ſake 1 have denyed whateves was dear to me in this 
« World, thayI might win him, and be found in him, and not 
*« in my ſelf, whoſe Life and Vertue I find daily manifeſt, &c. Is 
&« the Fear of God the Father, in Honeur to Jelus Chriſt, &c. 
« He was a perfeRt Example at Jeruſalem, p.6. This Redemp- 
© tion1 found in Chriſt Jeſus, &c. pag- 20, 21. Concerning the 
Name of Chrift, viz. © That he fits at God's Right Hand in 
* Heavenly Places —— by his Sufferings to redeem them — and 
© they who are gather'd into this Name, hold it as a Holy Pow- 
*er, and DARE NOT BLASPHEME IT Let every one 
*«f that names the Name of Chriſt depart from Iniquity, which 
* Name to ſuck is Salvation, pag. 65, Ous Lord and Saviour 
* Jeſus Chriſt, &&c. That the holy Name of Chriſt may be ple 
* rified in you, &c. pag. 71, 74+ (as printed with others of his 


Books. 
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James Naylor's Love to the Loji,printed about the year 165y. 
He confefſerh ts the © Redecmer Chriſt Jeſus, pag.! 3. The 
« Reproach of Chriſt as great Riches, pas. 19. Carilt honour- 
« ed as Law-giver, Judge and King, pag. 32. Chriſt Jeſus 
« God's Righteouſneſs, pag. 36.—and his Son, pag. 37—to the 
« {ame Spirit which raiſed Jelus from the Dead—all as they are 
« baptized thexein grow into one God the Father, and the Son 
« Telus Chriſt, pag. 47. ' Follow Chriſt, pag. 59. Suffer the 
© lols of all to witneſs Chriſt, pag.yr. God the Father hath 
& &iven his Son for a Leadex and Guide, p.52.' Now 1/rael— 
« of them was Chriſt to be born, was made of a Woman under 
«the Law, pag. 68. God the Father revealed, and his Power 
« and Godhead in his Son Jefus Chriſt, which in him dwells,&c. 
pag. 70. [Thw far James Naylor.] 


Obſ. Now ſee how contrary theſe ſerious Confeſſions of the 
Honeur, Power and Glory of Jefus Chrift, and his being the 
Soh of God, &c. ate to what William Haworth and Welliam 
Craven have accuſed him; and how unlikely their Accuſfation is, 
and how it favours of a Lye and Forgery, or a groſs Miſtake 
at leaſt againſt J. N, 

Alſo in his Vindication and Anſwer upon his Examination at the 
Seſſions at Appleby, inthe 11th moneth, 165 2. inthe Book en. 
ticuled, Sanul's Errand, pag. 25. © Chriſt is not divided, if he 
« be, heis no more Chriſt : I witneſs that Chriſt who is Gad and 
© Man, &c.— ſeperate God and Man and he is no more Chrift, 
pag. 31. ©* I own no other Chriſt but he who witneſſed a good 
« Confeſſion before Pontixa Pilate, pag, 33. This may ſuffici- 
ently dete&t W.H. and his Reproachful Calumnies againſt J. N, 
and us about Jeſus Chriſt- 

His Allegation for hisſaying, That theſe are the Quakers Do- 
Arines, viz. [That it was the Devil that ſuffered without the 
Gates; and that Mary was a Whore, aud Chriſt a Baſtard) wans 
thus, viz. *T's enough for me to call thoſe things of # Religious Con- 
cern which any Quaker write: or aſſerts in diſcourſe Doftrines ,while 
they allpretend alwayes tobe guided by one Infallible Tracher, the 
Eight Within, p. 3. | 

sf, That 
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1ſt, That any Quaker bath writ or aſſerted ſuch Doctrine we 
find not; but the contrary (as before hinted) and look on't as 
meer Malice and Baſenefs fo to accuſe them. 

2. Set Caſe any one had fo writ or aſſerted, it follows not 
that the whole People are chargeable therewith [as the Quakers 
DoQrines without exception] that's no good Conſequence nor 
ratnral inference from their all pretending to be guided by the 
lame infallible Teacher, the Light within. 

See what a rare Logicias this man is! Either, the Light within 
muſt be chargeable with ſuch Doctrine againſt Chriſt and Mary, 
as before, orelle all the Profeſſors of it, becauſe ſome pretend- 
ing-to it, have (if he ſayes true) fo diſcourſed. What groſs 
Fallacy and falſe Logick is this! Whereas fuch an Abſurdity was 
never the Aſertion of the People called Quakers, viz. that ci- 
ther every one pretending to be guided by the Light Within, on 
diſtinguiſh't by the Name [Rucker] is therefore guided by the 
ſame Light in all Diſcourſes, or ſ@ to be owned by the faid 
People. Therefore his general Inference is filly and groundleſs, 
as well as unjuſt and Fallacious. Would the /:dependent Con- 
Sregations be thus argy'd againſt, as to he thus univerſally char- 
ged with all the Private Opinions or Diſcourſes of cvery Indepen- 
dent, becauſe they all pretend the holy Scriptures to be the Rule, 
as well as the Quakers do the Light © Chriſt within ? Letthem 
anſwer this Queſtion, and ſee if the Reaſdn willhold. Are they 
all willing thus to be coneluded ? If fo, then « 

ft, Theſe, which are forne of Wikiam Haworth's Doftrines; 
may be charged on all the Independents, viz. That [God] the 
Father poured ont all his Wrath upoy his Son Teſu Chriſt. 

2. And his Brothes Powell's Dodtrine, viz. That Jeſm Chriſt 
was the Greateſt Sinner 4u the World, vindicated by William Ha- 
worth, | | | | 
3. And his aſſerting, That Paul. when 4 Chriſtian counted bis 
Ffiritnal Obedience Loſs ard Dung for Chriſt ; and that thes 52 ve- 
ry goed, ſound, bleſſed and comfortable Dottrine, received by Mite 
lrons of Saints in Heaven and Earth, ©&'c. j 

4. And that owy own Righteeuſneſs (which the Apoſtle calls. bis. 
own in Phil, 3.9.) conſifts5p theſe Gifts and Verrnes that the La 

v 
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of God works in our Minds, and we expreſs theſc extwardly, & c. 
{ Thus far W.H.] 

Now who and how many of the 1ydependers Teachers beſides 
William Haworth will own and ſubſcribe theſe DoQrines as Or- 
thodox ? le: ther plainly anſwes us. If they are not generally 
owned by them, would they take it well to tell the Worjd, theſe 
are the Independents Doftrines, which are fo evidently impious 
againſt Jeſus Chriſt, againſt the Gifts and Vertves of God's hg- 
ly Spirit, and ſpiritual Obedience among Chriflians ? | ut be- 
fides his fallacious Attempts, to faſten thele fore-cited Doctrines 
upon the Quakers (concerning the Virgin Mary and Chriſt) like 
a hardned wilful Perſon, having a Conſcience ſeared. He perliſts 
in his general Accuſations and Slanders upon Reports againſt that 
folemn Atteſtation t! at we have givento the contrary, in an'wer 
to thoſe things before, which he has afſerted to be the Quakers 
Dodrines, where we have ſaid, viz. © To all which in the Sight 
© and Preſence of the holy God we anſwer, We are certainthat 
©tis an abominable Slander in that General Charge upon the 
* Quakers; and he hath moſt infamouſly abuſed us.in this matter, 
tin ſaying, Theſe are the Quakers Dottrines, which we teftifie 
* againft as ſo groſs and abeminable that nothing -like them hath 
*entred into our Hearts ever to imagine, Much leſs to preach for 
©Do&trine, as, That it was the Devil that ſuffered without the 
© Gates; avd that Mary was 4 Whore, and Chriſt a Baſtard, 
© And yet he tells the World, Theſe are the Quakers Dottrines, 
© What abominable Wickednels is this ! thus to make infamous 
* a People who aþhor ſuch Blaſphemy, pag. 2. of our ſheet /nde- 
pendent Agent. | 

It appears that this /nde t Preacher had not the Modeſty 
to tell the World, that ſuch and ſuch things are reported of fome 
among the Quakerz; but fuch lying Reports as he has againſt us, 
he both cſpouſcth and aſſerts tem pelitively, gt, Thee are the Qua» 
kers Doftrines, their Blaſphemies;, not thele are reported to have 
been diſcourſed by ſome among them. Thus the man's Out-rage, 
Malice and Revenge exceeds all Bounds ef commen Reaſon, 
Civility or Humanity, as if he were mad againſ us, and envyed 


not only our being at Hertford. (wiſhipg that our Neſt at Here 
| | WE. or 


's 

ford were broke up, as his words are) but even our Proſperity 
and Being (as a People) upon Earth, «s deſerving to be toned ro 
Death by the Righteous Law of God, if #t were in force, Pag. 3. 
But 'tis much if he and his Accomplices and Abettors benot made 
aſhamed of his Malice and Out-rageere we have done with him,if 
he will aot Rudy Quietneſs among his Neighbours, not doubtins 
but God who is with us will rebuke his Bateneſs and Malice againſt 
us; who having fally accuſed us from malicious and falſe Reports 
of others, Suſpitions and Jealouſies of his own, proceeds thus, 
VIZ. 

W. Haworth, My Thoughts are, That the Quakers 19 more 
believe Chriſt ts be real Manin Heaven, then I believe there is 4 
Man in the Moon, pap. 4. 

Reply, No wondes he ſhould harbour Evil an1 Unbeliev:ng 
Thoughts of us, and what we have confeſſed to Chriſt*s real and 
moſt glorious Manhood in the Heavens, fince he is fo apt to be- 
lieve, aſſert and ſpread lying Reports and Slander: againſt us for 
Truths, if it were poſſible to deſtroy us from off the Face of the 
Earth : Such asare given up to believe and affert Lyes, will diſ- 
believe and oppoſe the Truth : He would have us appear bad,and 
therefore hece*l believe no good of us. But why thinks he the 
© nakers da not believe Chriſt to be a real Man? His main and 
frequent Reaſoa is, he faith, We ſ«y that the Soul of Chriſt « tn 
every Saint, and that his Bady is changed as to ſubſtance, pag. 5, 
and 7. of his Sheet. For the firſt he quotes the 6th page of our 
 Tefimony, where we confeſs Chriſt's Spiritual Preſence with his 
Saints, which he dares not deny, he having, confeſſed Chriſt's 
Soul to be his Spirit from Luke 23.46. in his Antidote, and we 
have oppoſed his arguing againſt the extent of Chriſt's Soul (or 
Spirit) to the Saints on Earth, ſecing he is both God and Man 
his Soul or Spirit, even as Man, as Mediator, virtually and ef- 
fefually (through his divine Power and Authority) extends 
and reaches to the Saints on Earth; and atlength he is made to 
srant, that rhe Man Chriſt :; virtually preſent ow Earth, inhis 
Book Je/.of Naz. p.2C. |, 7, Buthow can this be, that Chriſt's 
e in the Saints on Earth ? for then (ſays he) *tis im- 


menſe, and turued imo 4 New God, pag. 5. of his Anſwer. 
-. Whereas 
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Whereas it is virtually in the Saints, through the Divine Pow- 
cr of tie Father, being both God and Man, without deſtroying, 
anaitilatins or confounling the Properties of the Manhood with 
the Dexty, or leaving bis Bogy dead in Heaven, as has been moſt 
vainly argu'd by this /»dependent ; for does the Virtue of the 
Vine in the Branches and Fruitleave the Vine or Root empty and 
dead, becauſe it extends to every Branch ? 

Beſides his own Confeſſion, viz. That the Deity perfets all 
good IN US, but then the Humanity i5in unienwith it, and 
ACTS with it, and they muſt not be put aſſnnder;, and that 
the Deity atts init and through ut as an Organ or Inſtrument. 

What”s more plain, then that the Deity & Manhood of Chriſt 
do a& together in Union in perfeting all good in us? Does not 
then the Soul of Chriſtextend to the Saints on Earth ? When 
will this Adverſary ſee how he is felf-condemned and confuted ! 
For do the Deity and Manhood of Chriſt together at' and per- 
fet all Good IN US, and yet his Soul haveno place inus, nog 
ſo muchas extend to us? And what though the Manhood does 
not extends far as the Deity, which is infinite, is it a good In- 
ference, that therefore it cannot extend to Saints or Men on 
Earth? Are they ſs infinitely remote from the Man Chriſt Je- 
ſus their Head ? But his Infer&tices and Arguing againſt us in 
this mattex is like his concluding, that we deny the Manhood of 
Chriſt, from our confeſſing to the Change, Spirituality, and 
Glory of his Body, and the powerful extent of his Soul, and 
ſpiritual Preſence te and in the Saints on Earth, which does not 
at all leſſen the ſubſtantial Dignity, but exalt it; ſo that inſtead 
of denying or difſannulling the Man Chriſt Jeſus, we magni- 

fie him more then William Haworth allows of, that is the 
© Cale. < 

One great Exeeption that lies __—__ our Adverſary Wil- 
liars kaworth's Argument, and which he gets not off nor anſwers, 
is his confeſſing Satax to be an Angel, yet but a Creature; and not- 
withſtanding, that be 55 bere on Earth to temps the Saints becanſe 
he 5s net yet bound in. Hell, pag. 36. of his Feſw,of Nazareth, 
So that ſtill he allows Satan more Power to tempt the Saints 
(though in many places at once far diſtant) then the Man Chriſt 

to 
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to relieyc them, thongh he be their Mediftor and Head, and'is 


; touched with the feelin; of their lafiemitics, and ſuccours them 


that, are tempted, and has promiſed to be with his Diſciples to 


" theendof. the World, 


- But ſays William Haworth, k 3s the Will of God, that Satin 
Periags ty bo = Earth to temps the Saints, be 4s not yet bound up 
#n Hell, 


What then! is itthe Will of God, that the heavenly MAN 
Chriſt Jeſus (who is the Sen of God) ſhould remain bound in 
Heaven, fo asnot to viſit and relieve his Saints or Members on 
Earth; aor his Soul or Spirit fo much as extend to them ? Ha 
Satan more Liberty and Priviledge given him of God then his 
- —=>\ ape Jelus has ? Oh miſerable and uncomfortable IDo- 
| Ts his arguing, Thet the Soul of Chrift cannot be in Millions 
Adyriads of places, no not th two places at once;, for then it would 
be emmenſe, turned into a New God, ce. + 
. . He has argued betcer for Satan then thus. Is Satan immenſe 
then? He has placed Satan's Liberty to terypt the Saints on Earth 
«4 limiting Chriſt to. Heaven (the mean while )| upon the Wit 
of 'God, Fefe Naz. pag/36. ſo that his Plea of Chriſt's Soul or 
Manhood not being God ox immenſe is now removed as no Ar- 
gument cither to prove it in 00 wiſe IN: the Saints, or not ex- 
tending to ther on Earth ; ſeeing Satan himſelf reacheth to ma- 
ny places at once 3. and Chriſt Jeſus is above and greater then he. 
And ſure the Will of God is more eminently concerned in Chriſt 
the Mediator, for theGood 'of Mankind, andthe Conſolation 
of the-Saints in theig Tryals, then in Satan's tempting them. 
And ſecing we have alwaycs believed andconfeſſed the lannorta- 
lity and intire Beings of the Souls ofali other Men, it muſt needs 
be evidently unjuſt to accuſe us with denying che Mdanbood ; of 
Chrift;: or Jeſas of / Nazareth, to have a Bring both as 16 his Soul 
«xd kody, as this Ady c<quently inſimuated. | 
:» | Andas for Chriſt's _ ing changed, as ro ſubſtance, which 
he often infers-upon us,  from-our arguing againſt his aſſerting 
Chris Boy{in Heaven) ro bra NV arxrat Body, of an Earthly 
Subſtance. The Tet Nate un Earthily, w3\giycn' to; the 


Glorious 
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- Glorious Body of: Chriſt were and arc offenſive tous, is well as 
contrary to his own confeffing, that it 55 ſuch aGlorsomq Body phat 
ut £5 more'\bright then a Thouſand Sumr. So that then it mbſt needs 
de a very glorious heavenly Body,which fuxe is not the ſame with 
-Earthly (neither is Natural and Spiritual both one quality.) And 
we belzeving fuch aChange in theBody of Chriſt, we ed not there- 
by (nor ever did) conclude, that the Body of Chrift which ſuf 
fered was annihilated, and that his Fleſh faw Corruption. No 
fuch matter. May there not then be a wonderful Change in the 
Body, ard yet the Subſtance not annihilated nor deſtroyed ? Nor 
docs it follow from our not believing nor owning his Characters 
of natural and Earthly on Chiift's Glorious Body, that therefore 
nothing of that Body remains, or is in being, as he falfly and 
frequently argues in his Books. For he has confefled, Chriff\hath 
4 Glorious Body, and all the Saints ſhall have like Bodies, Phil 3-ult. 
: And that both his 5s, andtheirs will be Firitual,. heaven'y, glori- 
#8 fer Qualities, pag. 29. of his Feſus of Natareth. And 
grants it Angelica, Spiritual, Celeſtial as to Qualities, pag, 3t. 
If SPIRITUAL, and HEAVENLY os CELESTIAL, &e. 
-be Qualities, then NATURAL, and EARTHLY, and CAR- 
-NAL arc Waalities alſo. And if we muſt believe our Adverſary 
when he ſays, Chriſt's. Bodysn Meaven is very glorious, ſpiritual 
and heavenly for Qualities, yea, brighter then 4 Thouſand Suns, 
then we muſt not believe him where he ſays, "tis natural, earthly, 
: &c. whichare contrary to ſpiriexal and bravenly. If hee'l yet 
infer, that then there's nothing of - the Subſtance. in being, we 
deny his Inference, it being alſo contrary to his own Confeſſion, 
-viz. That the ſame Subſtance remains: fo'that it may be ſo wen- 
derfully changed as to Qualities, and yet the Subftance neither 
deſtroyed, loſt, or nullified. - | 
But ts wave many more .of WW, AHawerth's Untruths and falfe 
Conſequences in bis Boaks and Sheet, take two or three Inſtances 
of his Falſhoods and Forgeries, which arevery obvious in matter. 
of fa&t, inthe 6th and p#hpages of his Sheer eouching Chriſt's 
Aſcention, where he fays, that hor we ſay, the ſawe wan «- 
Y c 


.r lieve it. One while, he re 
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Glebe whivh we callthe E AKT H © Whichis all one as ta ſay, 
that by HEAVEN we mean EARTH. For proof of 
this notoriots and moſt abſurd Falſhood he refers the Reader to 
the 16th page of his laſt, and faith, According to oxr Principle 
there was nothing of the Man Chriſt to aſcend. 


" *-Avif weallowed nothing of the Man Chriſt, cither of. Spirit 


er Body-to tive a Being (after his Refurreftion) to-aſcend; a 
moſt horrid Falſhood brought to-pyove another fuch. as his Book 
and Page quoted'is ftyfft with. _ His pretended Reaſon is anfwer- 
edelſe-where in this, viz. 1fthe Body was changed as'to Subſtaxce, 
&c. For though it was changed, and become more excellent, 
refined and glorious in the Subſtance, it follows act. that *rwas 

He addethy, And the humane Soul Immenſe. "winery 

Another Falſhoed ſtill impoſed on us in bis own Uanſcriptural 
Phraſe. Though Chrift be God and Manin a moſt gloxious U- 
nien and Power, yet the Manhood is not the was OÞ 65 
Deity the Manhood, yet infeparable in the Heavenly Maa Chxift, 
who is Lord from Heaven.” * 

W.H. faith, He remembers one.of G. Fox's TEhArions, 
that when tis ſaid, he rook_ upon him the Seed of am, ther 
Seed was the Light within. On this we, asked,. Where ders 
Geo. Fox bo interpret that Scripture ? we do not believe he e- 
ver didſo. Wilkew Haworth gives us this anſwer, -viz.. 1 did 
wot ſay, Irecerved it in his Books, but 1 Remember, &s.- 1 
hoes fond it, and |rom good hands, whether they bave beard it 
from bis Mouth, or read it in his Books, I Brow not—1] di beleve 
it. 


Rep. Obſerve how wonderfol Creduſous this man's Ma- 
lice makes him againſt us, to make @ direft Charge- from a 
Report, viz. That he remewbers that "it yas. ene: of. G. Fox's 
Int tations on the Scripture cited. But. now. be. remem- 
bers he bath beard ic ſo # E 7 QR TE D, and he does. be 

mehr it was Geg. Fex's, Inter: 
pretation; another while, he belieyes it, as having bad from 
ether Hand+, but whoſe Hands hg tells us notghat. we may know 
ox<nquire how- good: it is x to be ned, whether 


he has not hexein bely yes eodthgds to cover, his Lye againſt 
P 


G: F! #n#'us. © Burto fopport his Creglit £ ay aps matter, bows 
us, Hear Naylor 6nterpret thi; GY in the 


to the Loſt, Preface, viz. © % to the Li {Sup ena 
« for. the oathering Creatures t Fs, (2. to _—_ _ oy haves and 
« Secd wherein all the Ny ns Do 


'but fee how hard the'n eo it for a Rev = ye his Cre- 
dit. | But ow much' ky the Poinr in twor as io 
*the Perſon; 2415 | whe ig Thing: for iff, Jaws Nayler is not 
G. Fox. 2dly The Light of Chriſt within (or what-procceds 
from him the {hb making for the gathering Creatures to3e- 
> - > therinthatone Name and Sccd, whercia the Natios 
#6. 1: zre blefſed; is not the ſame with ſayinig,' Thar Seed 
of Abraham which 4ccording ta the Fleſh Chriſt itook, 
wpen bim, was the 1 ght d wa nor cather of thera the-Inter- 
etunion of ety ig © that Name and $:ed wherein 
Nati tions aze bleſſed, is ; Chriſt himſelf. . Not that the Fleſhly 
' Seed (taken-by Chriſt) was the_Light within. Hoy miſers- 
bly hath this- Adverſary come off ! Oporter mexdacers oe me- 
morem. 
 'AVO;\ & Willign Hawarth accuſcth the Cuekers; Now 
20 fiy, Th Ls obs Paul ſaith in Rom, 4. 6. 5s Locke ro what 
David ſaith» Pſal, 32. uf For this he quoteth the eighth page 
of our indication, Do. 11. with this addition, yiz. They 
- cite the words of Romatis 4. 6..and then. ſay.contrary ro. Plalm 
\ $2: 2. "Thus ( oy they ſer one Scripture ag aivſt another. 


Reg. Here he has committed an abominable Falſhavd twice 
over; * iff, in his '7eſ. Nas. pag.8,9. and 2dly, in his Sheet. 
For in our Vindication there \is no ſuch thing, ,as' that wb Paul 
ſayes, Rom. 4. 6. #5 contrary ro Phl. 32.2, Neiaber, do. we fay, 
: that thefe words cited Rom. 4: 6, are contrary to.P[ulo3 242, 
+ Nor- yet'dd' FRE 'due'$ lions aioft;anothers. as;he: tiss 


—_—_ gecufe is, byt His ſc © Expoſition and Perver- 

on Devids and Far mo in P/alm 32; 2, arid: Row. 

- hey _— *As where MN Eee B!efſedge(s of the Man 
x hs 'whoin os : mrithour Works. 
tinda dr oth ren and 39ap apinersy _ 
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be (10000 0 Yor to eggagat » Led WY cl nf 2 a? 
the Shivie futthy "for fack wire David) Works: fee his- dnti- 
te, Pape 18: line 25, Whereas 'twas not David's words, 
butmeſelaſt words of Wiliam Haworth, viz. FDONE BY 
THE SPIRIT SURELY) (theſe were ſhewed by 
great CharaRers)" that wE oppoſed ro "David's worts, Pal. 


32. 2. Asto ſay, Thet God imputeth Righteouſneſs withant Works 


detre Wy the Svar'% this yre affirat is c os David'in ? ſalns 
32.2. where the bleſſed Qualifiration 6f that may unto whom 
the Lord imputeth not !niquity is intimated, viz. 5p whoſe Spirie 
there is N O- Giile. | Now a man's Spirit can neither be fanfti- 
fed por cleax from Guile without the Work of the Spirit ef God. 
Therefore to ſay that a man is imputatively Rightcous'or blefſed 
of God, without any Works done in him by py Spsrit, is eXrONeOUS, 
and direQly contrary to DevidwTeſtimony in the Pſalm cited ; 
See now where the ContradiQtion is evidently placed by us. *Tis 
between F. Haworzhand the Prophet David, and not between 
the Apoſtle Paul and David. 

Another of William Haworth's Forgeries is, that William 
Batesſaith, He is ONLY SORRY for his Weakpeſs and 
Overſight »# giving bim any ſuch Anſwer. We told him, he ad- 
deth [Only Sorry] and makes himſelf work on this Lye. To 
come off with an Excuſe here, he tells us, The word [ ONLYJ 
the Pri-ter ſhould have put into another Charafter, As if another 
Character would make that true which is an apparent Lye, as in 
his faying, Ther William Bates {in hs. Rerrgftzten) /aith, be 
i1 only ſorry, &c. for *twas none of bis anne nor ſenſe of all 
he ſays in bis RetraRation}, and neither in the Emphaſis 
which a different Charater may ſhew. And William Haworth 
does not at all amend his matter, by ſaying, that William Bates 
mentions not any more that he is ſorry for, but that he gave bim ſuch 


a Anſwer; If for nothing elſe, forjthat only. re he makes 


his own implicite Conſequence, to prove that WiTiam Bates ſaid 
that in his RetraRation which he did not fay,. wz. that he is 
ONLY SORRY, &c. which words arenot there. Willien 
Haworth is a Forger in this and more things againſt us then 
as yet we dirulged. Beſides, William Bates did not only ac- 
| D knowledge 
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knewledge his Weaknels in iving any ſuch Anſwer, as is cited 
in his RetraRationzbut alſoclears the People called Qnxkers from 
teaching or holding any ſuch thing to his Knowledge ; and like- 
wiſe from Williars Haworth*s Reproaching them on that Occa- 
fion, as being No Chriſtians, bt Sedxcers, &c. which with ma- 
ny more Falſe Aſperſions he has caſt upon us. 


 Swbſcribed on the Behalf of Truth, car ſelves, and the 
reſt of our Friends comerned, <a es 


"$4 mon. Henry Stour, 

 -$e"98 þ Henry Sweettng 

n67b: Richard Thomas, 
Richard Martin, 
Edward Plumſted. 


_ -* oThe Pablication of this has been 0cca{ona/ly delayed; for 
"twas writ not long after our Adverſary's Anſwer came owt. 
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A Pofcrip ; m Anſwer to. William 
Haworth's QUESTIONS. 


Ince that Wiliam Haworth hath been far louder in 
0 his Charge againſt us then. ia his Proofs, cither 
from the Diſpate at Barbican, London, which 
in his A#;do:e he unjuſtly quored 4 or from any of our 
Writings fiace pretended by him for Proof, yiz. That 
we deny the Manhood of Chrift, and Feſws of Nazareth to 
be the Chriſt, But on the contrary, to diſcover his 
ſhortneſs and failure of proof, he 1s fain after all to 
Query us, and put Qeeſtions to ſift us further 7p. 8.) 
for matter agaioſt us, However, wee'l adyenture a 
brief ard plain Anſwer. | 
Queſtion, / do but query what is become of that Fleſb 
wherein be (i,Chrift) w4« manifcjted? i that Fleſh now in 
b:ing? andif ſo, where is it, in every place, or circumſeri- 
bedin Heawen ? 
Anſwer, That Fleſh ſaw no Corruption. but was rai- 
. fed trom the Dead. 4452.31. Chriſt did rite in that 
Body whereia he {uffered, and: in the ſame aſcended 
into the Heavens, where the Patriarch David did 
not, as to his B dy, which was in the Sepulchre, 47s 
2. 29, to ver, 36, And |, 1, qu; Teftitmony for the Man 
that very Body of Chriſt ; be romp aged plainly told 
w hich was rais d from the him ous Belief, viz. © That the 
dead, or that fleſh which KW rvxien oh joe met my 
faw no C:ruption, how  * Por periſh in any tinefentt- 
fhould ir tye be in be- ©; to him, either asto kis Soul, 
iog? |} (vhax.is, in thav PE or Body. + 
Spiritual Senſe ye have given)ſecing be dyed not again, 
T9 aceoe- 


— 


| (24) 
according to Row, 6. 9, Knowing Chriſt being raiſed 
from the dead, dycch ro more, Deach Earth no mere 
dominion over him; his dyiag-was only 7s te the Bo- 
dy, he was put to death as concerning the Fleſh,therco 
fore the Fleſh was raiſed from the dead. { Circomſeribed] 
Ic is ſo far circumſcribed orencompaſled in the Heaveas 
as *tis capable of, and as is proper toity' and though ic 
be (piritual and glorious, - yer « Bedy,' therefore nor in 
every place where Godis.. [And as he hastold us, ix 
£ ot limited or confined ts any one plate or corner( ad it were) 
of Heivey,] To be Omnipreſent is-oaly proper to God, 
aad norto Bodies. | ) *30404 ub | 
Q- How do they but denythe Manhood of Chrift, that 
ſay, the Body of Feſms is changed as to Sabffance, and his 
Soul u in every Saint ? ES | 
Aiſw, 1ſt,” They do not deny the Mankoodof Chriſt 
that (ay bis Body is ſo changed, asco the: quality. and 
glory of it, that it is a ſpiritual ,' heavenly and glorious 
Body, in a higher ſtate then when on Earch under Suffe. 
rings : this is noannihilatingof the Bdy.  24/y, That 
his Soul doth powerfully extend to, and is in eve- 
_ ry Saint ia ſome ſenſe and degree; thi: muſtnecds be, 
it it a4? together in nniow with the Deity in perfect in) all good 
"in us, as our Adverſary has eonfelied; av allo, that i i 
_ virtually in the Saints © Though we grant'thar ic 1s in 
more fulneſs in himſelfcheo in us, yet of his fulneſs we 
Ne eg mrwe HW "7 NN " | £ 
.1.,, Q. They ontthey ſaythered! 31: th, Suffering '@1d Re- 
1; ſwrreFion of Chriſt. A they nn bis _—_ inbs 
; i1: Manhood 44.4n Michrri in Heavin? fo oo 
'a.” zAnſ#s; Yes, we dq, 1Heis enttd into/Heaven icfe'f 
to appearinthe,F 2 of God for us}, i not \whdlc- 
.c; ly. cxclufively our of che Saints!" For thts Big h'Prieſt, 
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who is ſet on the Right Hand of the Throne of the 
Majeſty in the Heaveas, is a Minier of the SarQuary, 
and of the true Tabernacle which is with men, even 
with ſuch whoſe Miniſter & Leader Chrifl is. And God 
hath ſent forth the Spirit of his Son into ou: Hearts,cry+ 
ing Abb, Father, The Spirit makes interceflion witl, 
Sizhs and Groans, &c. - 
W.H. So that as man ht i not materially here on Earth, 
An(», Aa impertinent and fallacious Addition, if he 
own him not as man in any (cnſe on Earth, For doth not 
this imply, that as Man he is immarterially on carth, 
If by material;y he means he is not corporally on earth, 
as in the dayes of his Fleſh, we granc it. Bur then we 
may not deny his being 0n Earth Spiricually and virty- 
ally as Man, he being the ſpiritnal and heavenly Man, 
the Lord FROM Heaven, and a quickening Spiric, 
Elſe how are any on Earth quickened by him? And 
how did he walk in the midſt of the ſeven Golden Can.. 
dle-ſticks, which-were the ſeven Charches ?" Rew 7. 
W. H, Theſe are Scripture words, Atts 3.21, Whom 
the Heawen muſt receive (or comteinthe reading nill bear it) 
witil the time of the reſtitution of all things. 1s not that whons] 
the Man Chriſt + His Deity cannet be conteined anywhere, ' 
A»ſw. vt, Whom the: Heaven muſt ractive or take; 
it is not conteln nor retcin: and ſomerimes Heaven in the 
New Teſtament: Scriptures is put for God himſelf.+.1c 
is [times] inthe plural, vis. whom Heaven (chiefly 
*reſpeQing God! thac dwells; therein) muſt receive br 
\ take 6ntiþrhe times of he geſticurion (Fhich is the r&- 
paration orreformation) of all things, ſpoken byth&ho- 
''ly Piophets., \T hoſe' times are the Golpd rires/afld 
the laſt dayes, wherein God is making F | his Premiſe 
” of the Blethngan hoiſt 1934} Najioashd tytninþ every 
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than that receives him from Iniquity, 4s 3.26 $0 
that now the laſt Adam or ſecond Man is revealed from 
Heavea, and known to be a quickening Spirit, and 
the Lord FROM Heaven, That [whom] was Jeſus 
Chriſt,the Heavenly Man,whom Heaveltl received into 
Glory, into a more hidden condirion {when the Earth 
had contemned and rejeRed him) until thoſe more gla- 
rious times of his Out-goings and Diſcoveries in the 
latter daycs, for the gathering of Nations and Peoples, 
and blefling them,in curning them from their Iniquiies, 
And though thoſe Times ot Reſtitution are begun, he 
who is the Reſtorer ſhall yet more fully and univerſally 
appear for the accompliſhment of that his Work. 

Q. 1: not Heaven a place remote fr om the Earth ? 

Anſw.Heaven is bigher then the Earth,and fo diftin& 
or remote, But there is a plurality of Heavens , ſome 
more ncar,and ſome more remote: as alſo ſpiritual Hea- 
vens, as well as natural. D 

Q. 1s not Comteining Circumſeribing 

Anſw, What's contcin'd withia the compals or cir- 
cumference of place, more orleſs, may be ſaid to be 
circumſcribed, : 

W. H. $0that as mau he & not on Earth locally, 

Arnſw. W hy is [ leca/ly] added? In what other ſenſe 
then locally is Chriſt as man on carth*Is he not on earth 
ſpiritually as a quickning Spirit being the Lord from hea- 
yen teven that man by whom came the Reſurrection of 
the dead: who quickens whom he will:If in no ſenſe this 
ecpad man appear on Earth, how are any quickned by 

im ? | | 
Q. 1s that Reftitution of all things fulfilled, or yet 10 
come f anſwer plainly, 

Auſw. That Reſtirmionof all chiogs uken fy the 
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Mouth of all God's Prophets is not wholly fulfilleT. But 
beth the times thereof are begun, and Jcſus Chriſt is 
about and carrying on the work of reſtitution fore. told. 
The Deliverer is come out of Zion, and the Reftorer 
of Paths co dwell ia is come ; he is on his way : And 
he will yet more fully and gloriouſly appear tofulfil the 
Promiſes ſpoken of kim, | 

W,H. Obj. But belike they bave 4 notion which in time 
they will ſpeak out, That Chriſt was Man before he was 8 Man, 
#.e. (which Peniagton ſaith) heavenly Fleſh, ploed and 
Bones came down from Heaven, and tabernacled in that Roay, 
That was the Man Chriſt that came into the Man Chriſt, Woke. 

Anſw. Whether he has rightly cited 1ſa«c Peningtow \ 
in all theſe words or no, is ſom« queſtion, What Bo 
and Page of his they are tc be found in, he tells us nor. 
Thar 7.P. in me Queſtions hath diſtinguiſhed between 
that Fleſh and Blood uf Chriſt which came down from 
Heaven (which is meat and drink indeed, of an inward, 
ſpiritual 8 eternal nature) and the Body, Fleſh or Yail, 
that was prepared for him,is true, And what has our Ad- 
verſary to ſay to this? Does it thence follow, that Chriſt 
was man betore he was a man ? or that there are two 
man Chriſts, one that came into the other whac 
abſurd Nonſenſe would this man brand ns withal:mighe 
not Chriſt the Son of God be the heavenly man,the me- 
diator, before he took upon him the ct & hat was pre- 
pared for him:whichris not a being man before he was 2 
man,but before he was ſo inveſted,or came into that Bo- 
dy. Surely his ſaying, 4 Body baſt then prepared me, Heb, 
10.5, dogs not make him two man Chriſts, 


THE END. 48S 


